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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
2/21/2007 has been entered. Claims 1-29 are amended for examination. Claims 30-31 
are newly added. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-31 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Objections 

Claim 21 objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 21 recites 
"espisode", instead of "episode". Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 2-4,10,18-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 2-4,10,18-20 recites the limitation "client" and "clients". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-31 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bruckner et al (us 20050015796) (hereinafter Bruck) in view of Shoff et al (us 
2001/0001169) (hereinafter Shoff). 

As regarding claim 1, Bruck discloses a content creator that includes tools, 
responsive to inputs from a producer (see Bruck ITV server, the interactive content 
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being created and stored at the ITV server, obviously someone has to create or 
program the interactive content to be store at the ITV server), a client files to be 
provided to remote clients prior to the broadcast event (see Bruck pg.6 par 0061-0064, 
interactive content download in advance), the client files including interactive 
components (see Bruck pg.6 par 0061-0064, file provided include interactive content). 

Bruck does not disclose a server-based user interface, generated prior to the 
broadcast event, that display a representation of individual components that are to be 
displayed during the interactive event, the user interface for causing messages to be 
provided to the remote clients during the interactive event to control the display of the 
interactive components on the remote clients during the event. 

Shoff teaches an interface display a representation of individual components that 
are to be displayed during the interactive event (see Shoff pg.2, par 0018-0019; pg.6, 
par 0068; pg.7, par 0079-0081, the user interface for causing messages to be provided 
to the remote clients during the interactive event to control the display of the interactive 
components on the remote clients during the event (see Shoff pg.2, par 0018-0019, 
responsive to the layout instructions obtained from the target resource (i.e. server) to 
display the supplemental content). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Shoff to the system of Bruck because 
both Bruck and Shoff's inventions are related to broadcasting information including 
interactive content to the clients. By having interface display a representation of 
individual components that are to be displayed during the interactive event would allow 
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the content developers have full control over how television program and interactive 
supplemental content is presented to the clients (see Shoff pg.1, par 0012-0013). 

As regarding claim 2, Bruck-Shoff discloses the user interface is responsive to 
the producer for causing messages to be sent from the server to the client to cause 
previously transmitted content to be displayed at the client side (see Shoff pg.2, par 
0017-0019). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 2. 

As regarding claim 3, Bruck-Shoff discloses the user interface is responsive to 
the producer for receiving content during interactive event and for causing that content 
to be displayed at the remote client (see Shoff pg.2, par 0017-0019). The same 
motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 3. 

As regarding claim 4, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content creator is used to create 
polls such that during creation of a poll, a representation indicating that the poll is to be 
displayed is created for display on the user interface (see Shoff pg.3, par 0035, poll, 
trivia question). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 
4. 

As regarding claim 5, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content creator is used to create 
trivia questions such that during creation of a trivia question, a representation indicating 
that the trivia question is to be displayed is created for display on the server-base user 
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interface (see Shoff pg.3, par 0035, poll, trivia question). The same motivation was 
utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 5. 

As regarding claim 6, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content creator has fields for 
designating a time during the event for when specified content will be displayed (see 
Bruck pg.6, par 0061-0064). 

As regarding claim 7, Bruck-Shoff discloses the event is a broadcast program, 
and the timing is based on the beginning of a segment of the broadcast program (see 
Bruck pg.6, par 0061-0064). 

As regarding claim 8, Bruck-Shoff discloses the technical director with software 
interface that allows the producer to override the designated time or displaying content 
(see Shoff pg.7, par 0079-0080). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied . 
equally well to claim 8. 

As regarding claim 9, Bruck-Shoff discloses the user interface stores content 
created in real time during the event and causes the server to transmit that content to 
the clients (see Shoff pg.6, par 0068). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 
applied equally well to claim 9. 
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As regarding claim 10, Bruck-Shoff discloses the server sends messages to the 
client using an Internet protocol (see Shoff pg.4, par 0047-0048). The same motivation 
was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 10. 

As regarding claim 11, Bruck-Shoff discloses the user interface has icons 
representing individual items of interactive content to be displayed during at least a 
segment of the event (see Shoff pg.6, par 0068). The same motivation was utilized in 
claim 1 applied equally well to claim 11. 

As regarding claim 12, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content creator includes a first 
program for allowing a producer to identify types of items of interactive functionality (see 
Shoff pg.6, par 0068). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well 
to claim 12. 

As regarding claim 13, Bruck-Shoff discloses the first program also allows the 
producer to create a look and feel for multiple events (see Shoff pg.6, par 0068). The 
same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 13. 

As regarding claim 14, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content creator further includes 
a second program that receives from the first program the types of items of interactive 
functionality, the second program being used to enter quantities and the content for 
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each item (see Shoff pg.6, par 0068). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 
applied equally well to claim 14. 

As regarding claim 15, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content entered for each piece 
of content is used to generate files for transfer to a client (see Shoff pg.6, par 0068). 
The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 15. 

As regarding claim 16, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content creator creates the user 
interface using the quantity of items and content of the items of interactive functionality 
(see Shoff pg.6, par 0068). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally 
well to claim 16. 

As regarding claim 17, Bruck-Shoff discloses the client files allow some 
interactive components to be provided to the remote clients before the event, and the 
content creator allows other interactive components to be provided during the event 
(see Shoff pg.6, par 0068; pg.7, par 0079-0080). The same motivation was utilized in 
claim 1 applied equally well to claim 17. 

As regarding claim 18, Bruck-Shoff discloses some content is provided to the 
clients during the event but prior to display during event (see Bruck pg.6, par 0061- 
0063). 
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As regarding claim 19, Bruck-Shoff discloses some content is provided to the 
clients during the event for immediate display during the event (see Bruck pg.6, par 
0061-0063). 

As regarding claim 20, is a combination of claim 17-19 above, rejected for the 
same rationale as claim 17-19 above. 

As regarding claim 21, Bruck-Shoff discloses the client file is transferred to the 
remote clients in advance of an episode of an event and includes multi-episode content 
for display for multiple events and individual episode content specific to a single episode 
event, wherein the content creator can create both the multi-episode content and the 
individual episode content (see Bruck pg.6, par 0061-0063). 

As regarding claim 22, Bruck-Shoff discloses the content creator is responsive to 
a producer for enabling a chat functionality during some or all of an event (see Bruck 
pg.4, par 0041-0045). 

As regarding claims 23-29, the limitations are similar to limitations of claims 1-22, 
therefore rejected for the same rationale as claims 1-22. 

As regarding claim 30, Bruck-Shoff discloses the remote clients receive the 
broadcast event (see Bruck pg.2, par 0016-0019). 
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As regarding claim 31 , Bruck-Shoff discloses the messages are transmitted over 
a data communications network (see Shoff pg.4, par 0047-0048), and the broadcast 
event is broadcast over a television broadcast medium (see Bruck pg.2, par 0016-001). 
The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 31. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Duyen M. Doan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4226. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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